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| j the text has been established by this Office as it appears in Box III 

6 - The figure of the drawings to be published with the abstract is Figure No. 2 
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According lo International Patent Classification (IPC) 

Int. CI. 7 G06T 1 1/00, G06F 9/44 
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Minimum documentation searched (classification system followed by classification symbols) 



Documentation searched other than minimum documentation to the extent that such documents arc included in the fields searched 



Electronic data base consulted during the search (name of data base and, where practicable, search te 
DWPL PCT, USPTO, IEEE, internet (scene graph, API, etc.) 



DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED TO BE RELEVANT 



Category* 


Citation of document, with indication, where appropriate, of the relevant passages 


Relevant to 
claim No. 


x,o 


OpenSG Starter Guide 1.2.0, 19 March 2003 
<http://www.opensg.org/downloads/OpenSG- 1 .2.0-DevStarter.pdf> 


1-78 


x,o 


RM Scene Graph Technical White Paper, December 1999 
< http://www.r3vis.com/Downloads/rmwhite-l 999.pdf> 


1-78 


X 


J. Rohlf et at, IRIS Performer: A High Performance Multiprocessing Toolkit for Real- 
Time 3D Graphics 

Computer Graphics (Proc. ACM Siggraph 94), pp 381-94, August 1994 
<htto://www.cs.virginia.edu/~gfx/Courses/2002/BigData/par«rs/Interfaces and 
Software Systems/IRIS Performer.pdf> 


1-78 
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exhibition or other means 

document published prior to the international filing 



later document published after the international filing date or priority date 
and not in conflict with the application but cited to understand the principle 
or theory underlying the invention 

document of particular relevance; the claimed invention cannot be 
considered novel or cannot be considered to involve an inventive step 
when the document is taken alone 

document of particular relevance; the claimed invention cannot be 
considered to involve an inventive step when the document is combined 
with one or more other such documents, such combination being obvious to 
a person skilled in the art 
document member of the same patent family 
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H. A. Sowizral et al, The Java 3D API and Virtual Reality 

IEEE Computer Graphics and Applications, Vol. 19, No. 5, pp. 53-8, 1999 



WO 2001/022370 Ai (SUN MICROSYSTEMS, INC.), 29 March 2001 
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US 
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US 
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US 
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t. This First written opinion consists of a total of 4 sheets. 

2. This opinion contains indications relating to the following items:. 

I [x] Basis of the opinion 

II Q Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 

III Q Lack of unity of invention 

IV Jx] Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 

citations and explanations supporting such statement 

V Certain documents cited 

VI Q Certain defects in the application 

VII [x] Certain observations on the application 

3. This opinion is based upon the assumption that the priority claim is valid. 

4. The search report used was issued by the Australian Patent Office, and the date of completion is: 1 2 January 2005 

5. If no reply is filed, the examination report will be established on the basis of this opinion. 

6. The date by which the examination report will be established is: 27 Juue 2007 
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Basis of the opinion 



This opinion has been drawn on the basis of: 
|X| the application as originally filed. 



[""") the claims, 



| [ the sequence listing pan of the description: 

pages , as originally filed 

pages , filed with the demand 

pages .received on with the letter of 
The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: pages: 

sheets of drawings/figures No : 

| | This opinion has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to 
go beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box. 

Additional observations, if necessary: 



pages 


, as originally filed, 


pages 


, filed with the request, 


pages 


, received on with the letter of 


pages 


, as originally filed, 


pages 


, filed with the request, 


pages 


, received on with the letter of 


sheets/fig. 


, as originally filed, 


sheets/fig. 


, filed with the request, 


sheets/fig. 


, received on with the lette 
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IV. Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; citations and explanations 
supporting such statement 


1. Statement 






Novelty (N) 


Claims 2-45,47-69,71-78 


YES 




Claims 1,46,70 


NO 


Inventive step (IS) 


Claims 


YES 




Claims 1-78 


NO 


Industrial applicability (IA) 


Claims 1-78 


YES 




Claims 


NO 



2. Citations and explanations 

- Dl : OpenSG Starter Guide 1. 2.0, 19 March 2003 



- D2: RM Scene Graph Technical White Paper, December 1999 

- D3 : J. Rohlf et al, IRIS Performer: A High Performance Multiprocessing Toolkit for Real-Time 3D 
Graphics, August 1994 

- D4: H. A. Sowizral et al, The Java 3D API and Virtual Reality, 1 999 

- D5: WO 2001/022370 Al (SUN MICROSYSTEMS, INC.), 29 March 2001 

NOVELTY fN) claims 1. 46. 70 

Claims 1, 46 and 70, at least: These claims lack novelty when compared to each of documents Dl and D2, taken 
individually. 



INVENTIVE STEP (IS) claims 1 -78 

Claims 1-78: Prima facie, the features of these claims lack inventive step in light of any of the listed citations. 
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VII. Certain observations on the application 

The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the claims are fully 
supported by the description, are made: 



[x] The claimed invention is patentable according to Section 13(2); or 

j | The claimed invention is unpatentable according to Section 13(2) because: 
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